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FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 
REMARKS ON MR. RICHARDSON’S SERMON, 


The following are extracts from n Sermon deliver- 
ed at Hingham, (Mass.) October 17th, 1824, by Jos 
een RicmArnpson, Pastor of the First Parish. 





Page 3——** By grace as an attribute of God, we un- 
derstand a property or disposition of the divine mind. 
that = delight in dispensing good to the undesery- | 


ing.” ** Whoever has broken the law of God, or the | | 


be consistent with the grace anid compassion of God, 
then no assurance can be derived from our knowledge 
of the divine character, that the sufferings of the guil- 
ty shall not continue for ages to come in a future 
state.” : 

| have extracted the foregoing from Mr. Richardson's 
Sermon wiih a view to make some observations design- 
ed to show bim that his reasoning is not a little defec- 
tive; and that bis sermon falls far short of apswering | 
the purpose for which it seems to have been intended. 
He chose for his text a favorite passage with those who | 


lence of God are opposed to it. 


posed to? 


‘undeserving ! 


On this ground T can 
conceive of no rule by which any one can be satisfied 
that he isa subject ofgrace."” What are reason, equi- 
ty, justice, ihe rectitude and benevolence of God op- 
They are opposed to the bestowment of 
grace without regard to the virfwes and merits of the 
Mr, R. allows that a few passages of 
scripture seem to favor this opition to which teason 
and justice, &c. are opposed. Among such passages 
no ete he would allow us to rank the following : 


r 


Eph. i. 4, 5, According as he hath chosen us ip him 


law of ea the grace of God alone can pardon | }ield the docirine of unconditional grace, and as it was before the foundation of the wofld, that we should be 


and save him.’’ Page 4. ‘ It is the glory of our reli- | 
gion that by it is revealed the grace of God that brings | 


his intention, not only to show that this passage might | 


bear a different construction from that givenit by Cal- | 


holy, and without blame before him in love : having 
predestinated us unto the adoption of children by Je- 


salvation to the world.” Page 9. Speaking in'refer-| yinists, but that their doctrine of uwconditional grace | | sus Christ unto himself, according to the good pleasure 


ence to the Calvinistic views of unconditional grace. 
the preacher says; ** According to this opinion the 
grace of God 
tues or merits of the objects of it. A very few passa- | 
ges of scripture may seem to favor this opiuion. B duty 
there are numerous passages most clearly and p ositive-| 
ly against it. Allreason and sense of equity and jt s- | 
tice, all ideas of the rectitude and benevoleuce of Gad 


are opposed to it. On this ground 7 can conceive of! 


is not true, it appears to me that he bas failed of his | of his will.” 
And as he 
is applied without any regard to the vir jalso intended to maintain what he views to be the | the purpose of him who worketlt all things after the 


meaning of his text, without allowing that the doctrine | counsel of his own will. 


object in respect to refuting that doctriue. 


of Universal Salvation is proved by if, and to justify 
himself in a disbelief of that decivinn. it appears to me | 
that he has failed in this attempt as well as in the 
other, 

In the first place we will see if he is consistent with | 


Verse 11, “ In whom alto : we have ob- 
tained an inheritance, being predestinated according te 


2 Tim. i. 9, “ Who hath 
saved us, and called us with an holy calling, not ac- 
cording to our works, but according to his own purpose 
and grace, which was given us in Christ Jesus before 
the world began.” ‘Titus iii. 3, 4, 5, ** For we our- 
selves also were sometimes foolish, disobedient, de- 


no rule or evidence by which any cne can be satisfied | himse! If, for if it shoul? be made to ajjear that he was | ceived, serving divers lusts and pleasures, living in 


They who hold that 
towed without the least 
regard to the merits or endeavors of the receiver, de- 
ny that external obedience to the requirements of God 


that he is a subject of grace. 
pardon aud eterna! life are bes 


affords any evidence that a person is a subject of grace.” | 
Page 10. * When we hear this language taken from | 
| disposition of the divine mina, that takes delight in dis- 


the lips of the Saviour himseif, Come onto me alt ye 
that labor and are heavy laden and I will give you 
rest. Ho every one that thirsteth come ; and that he 
\When we hear those 
who were the companions of his labors and sorrows, 
who received the doctrine of grace from his lips, de- 
Claring that be gave himselfa ransom for all, that he 
{hat he came that the 
When we hear 


came to give life to the world. 


tasted denth for erery man, 
wirld turough him might be saved. 
him proclaimed, The Lamb of God, who taketh away 
the sin of the world, and in numerous expressions cf 
similar import, is it possible to believe that the grace 


of God is intended for the redemption of only a chosen | 





obliged to contradict 


grace, he will be satisfied that the Calvinists cannot | 
be refuted by his arguments. 
See his exp!anation of (he grace of God. “ Py grace 


ag an altribute of God, we understand a property or 
pensing good io the andeserving——Whoever has broken 
the law of God, or the law of rectita: + the grace of | 
God alone can pardon and save hinm.”* Now we will 
compare with this his great objection against the oper- 
ations of divine grace as held by Calvinists. He says, | 
‘© According to ih’s opinieu the grace of God is applied | 
without any regard to the virtues or the merits of the 
objects of it.” Here is one of the most palpable con- | 
traditions which were ever found in sermons. [le first | 
defines grace to be the bestowment of good to one who 


has so broken the law of God as to become undeserv- 





ing, and then he objects to the Calvinistic use of grace, | 


his own statements in order to| malice and envy, hateful, and hating one another. 
dhprove the Calv.: ic doctrine of unconditional | But after that the kindness and love of God our Sa- 


viour towards man appeared, not by works ef righte- 

| ousness which we have done, but according to his 
,mercy he saved us, by the washing of regeneration, 
_and renewing of the Holy Ghost.” In the first of 
|the above passages, the apostle informs the Fiphesians, 
that he and his brethren were chosen in Christ before 
| the foundation of the world, that they should be holy, 
‘and without blame before God iv love ; and that God 
| had predestinated them unto the adoption of children 
‘by Jesas Christ unto himself, accerding to the good 
pleasure of his will. In the second, the apostle in- 
| forms the Ephesians, that he and his brethren had ob- 
tained an inheritance in Christ, being predestinated 
| according to the purpose of God, who worketh all 
‘things after the counsel of bis will. In the third pas- 
sage the apostle informs Timothy that God had saved 
them, and called them with an holy calling, not ac- 


few, le: iving the rest absolutely co nsigned to eternal | because it applies grace without regard to the virtues | cording to their works, but according to his own pur- 


pe dition?” 


Tn cx »ntending for his p eculiar sentiments or those of 
Arminians, he says, page 13. 


or merits of the objects of it! Will Mr. Richardson | 
| condescend to define the rirfves and merits of the un- 


| pose and grace which was given them i in Christ Jésus 
‘before the world began. In the last passage the apos- 


‘We must be perfectly | deserving 2? 1 am willing to allow that this instance of | tle informs ‘Titus that God had saved them according 


Pigs ; j | 
free in accepting the benefits offered by the grace of} slaring contradiction in the sermon written and preach- to his mercy and not by works of righteousness wich 
(vod, so that neither the salvation of a part of the hu-} ed by sorespectable a clergyman ought to be a warn-/| 


1an race, nor the salvation of the whole, can have been 
absolutely predetermined in the divine mind.’ Pages 
i3, 14. ** To the reflecting, it must appear as a mys- 
tery fraught with absurdity, that prophets, apostles 
and Jesus the Son of God, were commissioned from 
heaven, with messages of command, of promise and 
threatening to execute purposes, which the grace of 
God had previously made certain. This supposition 
does not comport with the reverence due to that Being 
Whose ways are all just and perfect.” 

Page 16. ** Neither is it necessary, in order to prove 
the infinity or sufficienc y of the grace of God, to prove 
that all men shall be happy partakers of its blessings. 
As to conjectures or hypotheses respecting what may 
possibly take place in the ages of eternity, it cannot be 
Wise to repose confidence in them, so as in any degree 
to relax our duty here.” 

Page 18. ‘¢ If the sufferings of the human race dur- 


ing and an admonition to preachers to render them 
jealous of themselves, and to set them to a careful 
watch lest their blind partiality to a favorite system 
should occasion equal inconsistency. ButI am confi- 
dent that such reasoning will never convince Calvin- 
ists. 

The plea which may be urged in justification of the 
preacher, in the above case, is founded on the fact that 


his contradictory reasoning is the only course in which 


ism on the other. 

When the preacher had stated his objection to the 
application of grace, as Calvinists view it, which is be- 
cause in such a use of grace no regard is paid to the) 
virtues or merits of its objects, he then adds; ‘* A very 


and positively against it. 41! reason and sense of equi- 





ing nearly six thousand years, for their transgressions, 


ty and justice, all ideas of the rectitude and benevo-~ 


he can shun Calvinism on the one hand, and Universal- | 


few passages of scripture may seem to favor this opin- | 
jon. But there are numerous passages most clearly | 


they had done. Mr. Bichardson, being sensible of «ll 
this, acknowledges that a very few passoges of scrip- 
ture seem to favor the opinion that God applies‘his 
grace without any regard to the virtues or merit of the 
objects of it. But immediately adds; “ But there are 
uumerous passages most clearly and positively against 
it;’? and further contends that reason and justice are 
against it; and yet he contends that the — of God 
delights in dispensing good to the undeserving 

Mr. R. is liable to be faulted for reprerentiog that 
there are but a very few passages which seem to favor 
\the sentiment which he opposes, while there are m- y 
against it. He certainly knows that this representa- 
tion is by no means allowed by Calvinists, and why are 

‘they not as good judges as he is? I will venture to in- 
form Mr. R. that I am of a very different opinion from 
him on this subject; and that I do not believe that be 
can produce a single passage which will, by avy fair 
construction, favor the notion, that God bestows his 
pardening grace ob account of the pirfues or merite of 
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the subjects of grace. And I am inclined to think that markable instance of the influence of a favorite tenet. 
his reasoning is by no means conclusive, where he con- | Rather than to yield, his notion abovt permet freedoni, 
tends that eyuily and justice, &c. are opposed to the | he has gone so far as to contend that God did not ab- 
| solutely predetermine to save any of the human fami- 
tues or merits of the objects of it. Ifhe had given the|ly! Aud iff am capable of reasoning correctly, Mr. perfect, the one which supposes that all which He has 
grace of God a different character, and in room of re-| IX. will not allow that it was known to God, whether done for the world’s salvation, He has done without 
presenting it as delighting to dispense good on the un-| any of the human family would be saved or not, or | being certain that it would effect His object, or the one 
deserving, had said that grace is a principle or dispo- | whether ail or none would be saved. , Thus I reason ; | which supposes that he was certain that hig whole ob. 
sition in God, which delights in administering rewards; He acknowledges that God sent his Son to be the Sar [ject would be effected? I will add here, that I greatly 
according to men’s virtues or merits, he would have viour of the world; and therefore denies that God ; marvel that Mr. Richardson has published what to me 
been perfectly consistent in contending that justice and predetermined that any should be forever lost. All| appears so entirely erroneous. 


application of divine grace, without regard to the re7- 


equity are opposed to the bestowment of grace without 
regard to the virtues or merits of its objects. 

Mr. R. and his brethren of the Arminian faith will 
never extricate themselves from this contradiction, for 
notwithstanding they are free agents, their agency can 
operate only in one way, and that is to bind them 
down and keep them involved in this most palpable 
contradiction. They cannot understand, by any rea- 
soning of which they are capable, how it is either 
equitable or just, or consistent with the benevolence 
oi God for grace, which delights in dispensing good to 


the undeserving, ever to do this without regard to their ' 


virtues or merits! I will not despair, but St. Paul 
may help them out, if the light of his testimony on the 
subject should ever break through the darkuess of their 
minds. ‘The apostle held virtue and holiness in as 
high estimation as do these Arminiau brethren, but in 
toom of limiting the grace of God for want of virtue 
and holiness, he was persuaded that where these were 
wanting grace was more specially displayed, not to 
dispense with their necessity, but to supply them in 
their purity and perfection. See his argument from 
which I have before quoted. Eph. i. ** According as 
he hath chosen us in him before the foundation of the 
world.”? Here carefully notice what they were cho- 
sen in Christ, before the foundation of the world fer.— 
see the answer. 
out blame before him in love; having predestinated 
us,” &c. Let us ask the apostle this Arminian ques- 
tion ; Do you mean that God chose you in Christ be- 
tore the foundation of the world without any regard to 
your virtues and merit? The apostle’s answer is, that 
the very choice and predestination of which he speaks 
were the purposes of God, that he should become a 
holy, blameless man before him in love. Let us ask 
him another Arminian question. St. Paul, you say to 
‘Timothy, speaking of God, ** Who hath saved us and 


called us with an holy calling, not according to our | 
jaud of threatening to execute purposes, which the 


works, but acéording to his own purpose and grace, 
which was given us in Christ Jesus before the world 
began.”?> Now do you mean to set aside works in such 
@ manner as to maintain that God does not require ho- 
liness? The apostie answers; I said, who hath saved 
us and called us with an holy calling. How cana holy 
calling exclude holiness? One question more in this 
place. St. Paul, do you mean that you were saved 
without the condition of your own merit? The apos- 
tle replies; If you did but understand what I mean by 
being saved, you would never ask such a question ; for 
righteousness alone has merit, and righteousness is the 
salvation I am speaking of. 

The objection which Mr. R. makes against Calvin- 
ism, founded on the free and impartial, general and 
even universal invitations giver by the Saviour, and 
ov the testimony of his apostles that he tasted deatb fur 
every man, gave himself a ransom for all, and that be 
is the Saviour of the world, &c. is allowed to be good 
as it applies to the Calvinistic notion of reprobation, 
but in room of substantiating avy thing against uncon- 
ditional grace, such declarations abundantly con- 
firm it. 

The following from Mr. R.°s sermon requires some 
remarks: ‘* We must be perfectly free in accepting 
the benefits offered by the grace of God, so that neith- 
er the salvation of a part of the human race, nor the 
salvation of the whole can have been absolutely pre- 
determined in the divine mind! Here We see a Ie- 


**'That we should be holy, and with- 








very well. But if God sent his Son to save any of the 














tte 


is man to attempt, or use 
means to do what he knows never will be done. | wilt 
further ask which supposition discovers the least re 
erence for that Being, whose ways are all just ns 





I pass to votice the following: * Neither is it neces. 


human race he must have sent him to save all whom| sary, in order to prove the infinity or sufficiency of the 


he knew would be saved. 


' Son to save those whom He knew would not be saved. 


The conclusion is, if God did not absolutely determine 
that either a part or all of the human race should be 
saved, He did not know that his Son would finally 
succeed in savingany ! What is the reason that these 
preachers, who talk so much about man’s perfect free- 
dom cannot free themselves from such absurdities.— 
They will labor for years to make out that an infuite- 
ly wise, all-knowing and almighty Ged really engaged 
Himself in the great work of man’s salvation without 
either knowing or determining to succeed eveu ina 


single instance ! 


° . . . [oe . ; . «, | ‘9 
its necessary limits, nor will any Armivian undertake! grace did much more abound. 


to correct me on this subject. 
make to any agency which can be supperted in agree- 
ment with the wisdom and ecenomy of our heavenly 
father, but to suppose that God has given us any 
power by wiyeh we can frustrate his own gracious 
purposes, is but Atheism iw disguise 

As entirely defective as the statement of Mr. R. ap 
pears to me, on which J have just remarked, I think 
the isilowing is no less so: ** To the retlecting, it 
wust appear as a mystery fraught with absurdity, that 
prophets, apostles, and Jesus the Sou of God, were 
commissioned from heaven, with messages of command, 
of promise and of threatening to execute purposes. 
which the gra@®@ of God had previously made certain. 


| This supposition does not comport with the revereuc 


due to that Being, whose ways are all just aud perfect.” 
Now to aly understanding, after due reflection, this 
subject appears exactly diflerent from what it does to 
Mr. R. 1 think that to the reflecting, it must appear 
a wystery fraught with absurdity, that prophets, apos- 
tles, and Jesus, the Son of God, were commissioned 
from heaven, with messages of command, of promise 


grace of God had noé previously made ceriain. Mr. 


R. allows thatall the before mentioned messengers were 


‘commissioned from heaven; that is, he believes that 


God could not serd his | grace of God, to prove that all men shall be 








| 


This argument is not carried beyond | ter of Adam ? 


1 have no objections to | 


: happy 
As to conjectures or hypo- 


theses respecting what may possibly take place in the 
ages of eternity, it cannot be wise to repose confidence 
in them, so as iu any degree to relax our duty here.” 
On this sentence I would remark as follows. Ifthe 
grace of God can be proved to be infinite or sufficient 
for the salvation of all men, without giving support to 
the idea that all meu will be the happy partakers of 
its blessings, it follows, of necessary consequence, that 
the grace of God, with all its sufficiency, even to infin- 
ity, does not insure the salvation of one son or daugh- 
St. Paul says; ‘** Where sin abounded, 
Can this be true if 
sip in any case presents obstacles which grace cannot 


yartakers of its blessings. 
» 


lovercome? But as this member of the sentence is 


(a darkuess ef mind truly to be lamented. 


nothing but Mr. {i.’s bare assertion, without au attempt 
to preve it, L will add ne wore coucerning it. In the 
last wember of the alove quoted seutence he discovers 
He holds 


(out the supposition, Uiat if we were entirely certain, 


i 


' 


that in some future age of eternity all mankiod willbe 


holy and happy, we might, repesing in this coufidence, 
that I know 


of vo other sense which I can understand him to mean 


‘relax our duty here.”? TL candidly say 


} . ‘ 
by what he says; and I as candidly say, that to wy 


Qe ae 


| 
‘ 
t 
| 


| 


God, who is imfinitely wie, instituted these embassies | 


for certain purposes. 
to be disappointed, whatever those purposes are they 
must have been made certain by the very weans which 
God ordained for their accomplishment. 
to the preacher’s argument, which I have quoted, he 
believes that the Son of God was seut into the world 
for the expres# purpose of saving the world, and that 


pursuant to this purpose he gave himself a ransom for | 


all men, that all might come to him and be saved.— 
Let questions be thus stated: Did God send his Son 
into the world to save the world? Mr. R. answers in 
the affirmative, and |] agree with him. Did God know 
that his Son would accomplish the work he was sent 
for? It is certain that He did. If God certainly knew 
that Jesus Christ, his Son, would accomplish all for 
which he was sent, was it not cerfain that this work 
would be dove. It most surely was certain. What 
made it certain? The appoiutment of adequate means. 
Who appointed those means? God, ** who worketb all 
things after the counsel of his own will.” Would it 
not be absurd to say that God sent prophets, apostles, 
aud his Son for purposes which he knew would never 
be accomplished ? If this be not absurd! certainly mis- 
understand. 1 do not see how it is possible, for even 


Now ag it is impossible for Ged, 


According | 


{ 


| 





intud, after mature consideration, the sentiment which 
he here holds out is the only error whichever induced 


any man to Commit sin. If Mr. R. does not allow that 


isin is good policy for the preseut, and that a rigid at 


is untriendly to cur enjoyment here, 
why does he suppose that a firm coufidence in the fue 
ture happiness of all men would tend to cause us 40 re- 
jax our duty here? By preachivg in this way, the 
preacher isa preacher of sin; for he holds out the oly 
induceuient which ever can lead a man tosin. No 
man ever committed sin ia this world, expecting that 
although it rendered him unhappy bere, yet in a fa- 
ture state he should find its fruits to yield him felicity. 
No. It isthe erroneous expectation of present enjey 
ment which tem;ts men to sin, and Mr. K.’s argue 


tention to duty 


went is in support of the temptation: 

Vise following is the last subject of Mr. R.’s discourse, 
on which | shall vow remark. ‘“*If the sufferings of 
the buman race during nearly six thousand years for 


: ; : od 
their transgressions, Le consistent with the grace bi 
derived 


compussion of God, then no assurance cap be 
from ous knowledge of the divine character, that the 
sufleriugs of the guilty shall not continue for ages to 
come it a future state.” 


ve of 
lv this sentence Mr. R. manifests rather a want 


: . ine in this 
discernment; for if the continuance of apy ys 1 will 
/ 2 : in the next, thea 
wortd prove its continuance 1 ’ + sin is for 


rewind him, that according to his notion tha ( God 
our advantage here,it will be so hereafter; and wid 
has seen fit to coanect sin and enjoyment 1D this W na 
for nearly six thousand years, then gap yo 
proved from the character of God, that ae re dir. 
connect them jor ages in the future state ke: Arad 
R. may say that he allows that punishinents lor ad 
been inflicted in this world for pearly ey po 
years. I gvaut it, and he therein wearer eg" huts 
evideutly hoids forth respecting + veleeeny saasbt 
here.” For this and all the rest of his contradict 


alouve is accountable. 
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| wish to assure Mr. R, that I have not made these 
remarks on his sermon out of any want of respect for 
him, for | highly esteem him for several considerations, 
and entertain too good an opinion of bim to allow my- 
self to believe that he will be offended at the freedom 
[ have taken. H. B. 


———— - Oe 











FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 
REMARKS ON A SERMON, 


Of Rev. Naru antes Emmons, D.D. headed with these 
words: ** Men have natural, but not moral power, 
to prevent what God has decreed.” Text, Acts 
xxvii. 31, ** Paul said to the centurion and to the sol- 
diers, except these abide in the ship, ye cannot be 
saved,” 

(Concluded from page 134.) 
The author of this sermon has left one part of his 
subject unimproved, and that vastiy the most impor- 
tant part. 


UNIVERSALIST: MAGAZINE. 
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elect have the fair opportunity afforded them, by their 
natural power, which gives them the fair opportunity 
of a natural possibility to be saved contrary to the de- 
cree of reprobation: and the clect have an equal 
chance to perish} in consequence of their natural pow- 
er, with the non-elect. But ther is a moral impossi- 
bility, in consequence o! the decree of God, that either 
the non-elect can be saved, or that the elect should 
perish. This additional improve sient, the reader has 
to make for this author, and it may be presumed, that 
both may be enabled to see that the non-elect have 
;not on the whole, or indeed in any sense, worthy of 
|mention, as fair an opportunjty of being saved as the 
elect, and also to see why they have-not, since it is 
plain that notwithstanding their natural power, there 
isa moral certainty they will perish, and a mora) im- 
possibility that they should enjoy eternal life. ‘There- 
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Trimtarianism describes three Gods, and yet only one. 
God the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy 
Ghost. Inthe old catechism, it stands thus ; “There 
are three persons in the Godhead, the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghost, these are one God, the same in sub- 
stance, equal in power and glory.” 

This invention, the Trinity, was sought out in the 
third century, when it was considered virtuous and 
praise worthy to lie, as a lie would prowote the inter- 
est of the church. After inventing this monster, the 
next thing was to invent a name for it. As no such 
thing had ever before existed in the mind of any man, 
there was no word ip any language to describe their 
three persons with but one head. Theythen invented 
a word or made one word of two. One of the seven 
|forms of the old Roman government, was called the 
triumvirate, or three men in authority at once, ail 





fore in this particular, and it may be found in every 
one, in which this author has pretended to apply his 
| subject, he has done it but in part, and that in infine- 





equal in power and honor. No edict could pass, unless 
signed by them. The inventors took this form as their 


model. They took the word tri, which means three, 


lle says that, ‘* when God gives men pat- ly the most important part, it is kept out of sight. Up-| and the word unus, which means one ; and put togeth- 


ural power to fulfil his decrees, they have the same! on the ground of the fair opportunity of the non-elect) =e it spelt (riune, that is, three in one. Its derivative 
natural power not to fulfil them ; and he thinks that he says, * if they perish they must necessarily perish | 8 lrinity. This is the origin ef what is now called the 


he has proved, that there is always a natural possibili- 


ty as well as a moral impossibility of men’s defeat-; ject, he ought thus to have expressed himself: ** If, Creator of all. 


ing the divine purposes.” 


| by their own choice.”’ [ere then in view of his sub- 


| the non-elect perish, so far as they have natural pow- 


Trimty, and Trinitarians are such as say this is the 
This system destroys the mediator in 
the minds of men; for, if he is the Creator, the invisi- 


{t would not be a just or fair improvement of such a/ ef to prevent the decree of God, they will perish by , ble God, then he is not the mediator between God and 
statement, if true, to apply the natural possibility or: their own choice, but in aggmueh as it is impossible ME”, but the one God. Christ always taught the 
statement, Oss 


the natural power of men, to defeat the divine purpo- 
ses, to practical or doctrinal sentiments, and omit its 
counterpart the moral impossibility ef meu’s defeating 
those purposes. 

‘To do this would be leaving the matter in the dark ; 
yet this author has pursued this dark method, aid gone 
on with one side of the subject, and applied it as fol- 


} ° 1 . . . 
lows—* If men have natural power to frustrate as puichre beautiful outward, but to those who look into | there is oue God ; but his person is one, 
) tos 4 are t « ’ « 2 r =] 


‘that they can frustrate the decree of their reprobation, 
they necessarily perish by that deeree, and not by their 
j}own choice.” To all of his readers who look only at 
| what is expressed, aud not to what ought to be sup- 
! phic d, his improvement may appear as he proposed it 
,shou!d, to threw light upon mapy important subjects, 
‘and to such his plan may appear like the whited se- 


people that he was the Son of God, and of God the 
Creator, he said, ** My Father is greater than I.” Le 
prayed to his Father, asa superior, whose will was-a- 
| bove his. ‘* Not my will, but thine be done.—Go tel! 


‘my brethren, I ascend to my Father and your Father. 
‘to my God and your God.” 


s-plees . 
’ "The Unilarians are those who believe, not only that 
This is true, 


wellasto fulfil the decrees of God, then the nou-elect'it, it appears ike that * within full of dead men’s | ‘his the scriptures declare, and all creation joins with 


have as fair an opportunity of being saved as the elect,” 
& “then there is prepriety in the warnings.cautions.& 


adimonitions given to saints against falling away,’ aod 
‘that there is a natural poesibilityeof @ucic galling 
away,” and ** this creates danger.” In a sagacious 


writer, this method hasthe appesrance of design ioen- 
trap his readers in a sophistical snare. ‘T’o have im- 
proved his subject in the plainest and fullest mauner, 
he onght to have kept the two parts of this statement 
closely connected together, that both might be in the 
reader’s mind at the sainetime. Without the associa- 
tion of both these ideas standing in apparent opposition 
to each other, the reader may be greatly deceived. If 
he be not deceived, it would not be this author’s fault, 
for he has laid the blackest truths of his dark plan un- 
der as thick and handsome a web as he cSuld weave. 
If any view of those doctrives, presented in this ser- 
mon, can deceive a reader, he might be egregiously 
doceived on reading, with regard to them. ‘To have 
a right understanding, the reader must do what the 
author has improperly left undone. He has applied 
only one part of his subject to certain sentiments, and 
that part infinitely the least important. ‘This part he 
expresses also thus, ** In one sense it is alway true that 
men can defeat the designs of God.” The other part 
he has expressed thus—‘t In another sense, it is al- 
Ways true thal they cannot defeat His designs.» Now 
jet this part be also applied to the same sentiments 
that it may be seen whether one sense presents the 
game views of these sentiments, that both together do. 

Allowing that this author has in accordance with 
the first sense or one part of his subject, justly said, 
that “ the non-elect have as fair-an opportunity of be- 
ing saved as the elect,” yet this is an extremely par- 
tial view: It is an application of but half the eubject, 
and far less than half the truth. He ought also, to 
have said, that in view of, and in accordance with the 
other sense and part of the subject, that the non-elect 
haye no opportunity at all to be saved, whilst the elect 
have so fair‘an opportunity, that it is infallibly certain 


bones, and all maoger of uncleanness,” 
{this plan. ** Phe non-elect will tovever fee}, that they 
jaight have gone to hegvem-if tity had chéeento 20 
‘to that ho.y and happy place.? Now take a glance 
| within,—they will forever feel, that it was impossible 
that they should go to heaven if they had chosen to 
vo to that holy aud happy place. For although they 
had natural power to go, and there was a natural pos- 
sibility of their getting there, yet there was a moral 
impossibility of their going, which all the patura! pow- 
er and natural possibilities in the world could not sur- 
; mount. 
| ‘Take another look at this whited wall, in the next 
isentence, ** And this will constrain them to justify 
| God in freely offering salvation to them (the non-elect) 
—and in condemoing them for rejecting his gracious 
invitations.?? Within it is seen that they will be con- 
strained to condemm him as certainly and necessarily, 
as it is morally impossible, that they should accept 
such offers of salvation, and as Certainly and necessa- 
irily justify themselves, as they reject such insincere 
and ungracious offers. 
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FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 
TRINITARIANISM AND UNITARIANISM. 


These two sectarian standards, are raised high at 
the present day, aud the higher they are raised, the 
smaller they appear. These are the rallying points 
for multitades, who worship they know not what.— 
Both parties accuse each other of error, wickedness, 
aud a departure from the faith. Im my understanding 
both systems are extremes from the truth recorded in 
the scriptures. The medium or truth, leaves them on 
either side. 

In my view of the subject, Trintarianism ascribes 
more to Christ than belongs to him, or more than he ac- 
knowledged, when on earth. Unilarianism ascribes 





that they will be saved: Or in ether words the non- 


less to him than what he bas declared is his due.— 


Look ai another specimen of the beautiful outside of to this. 


this testimony. ‘I'here can be no reasonable objection 
The error of the Unitarians, as 1 anderstand 
them is this, that they do not consider Christ so high, 
or great as he really is...Phey,consider him the Sono! 
Joseph, the same as Moses was the Son of Amram, or 
Isaac the Son of Abraham. If this is true, he is not 
in my mind, * ‘he second man—the Lord:from heaven.” 
lf he is the son of God as Paul was the son of God ; 
how can he be the only begotten Son of God, or the 
| Son of God as no other man ever was or ever will be? 
He is the Son of God in such a manner, that no man 
\did or ever can know, but by a revelation from heav- 
jen. ‘* Whom say ye thatlam? Simon Peter said, 
| thou art the Christ the Son of theliving God. | Jesus 
| said unto him, blessed art thou Simon son of Bar Jona, 
flesh and blood hatb not revealed it unto thee, but my 
Father which is in heaven.” 

Luke tells us how Christ is the Son of God, by the 
declaration of the angel to Mary. Luke i. 35, ** The 
Holy Ghost shall come upon thee, and the power of 
the Highest shall overshadow thee; therefore that 


holy thing that shall be born of thee shall be called 
the Sen of God.” 


If Christ is po more than a great prophet he never 
can bring about these glorious things which the scrip- 
tures foretell. He is described as worthy of more glo- 
ry than Moses, greater than Solomon, higher than the 
kings of the earth, made much better thap the angelr, 
the image of the invisible Ged, among all having the 
pre-eminence, the head of every man, and having but 
one his superior, and to reign over the house of Jacob 
forever. E..S, 

REV. MR. SABINE’S LECTURES, 
Are published. A reply to them may be expected 


from Mi. BALrouk, in the course of eight or ten 
weeks. 


} 








DIED, 

In Canton, on Sunday la:t, Miss Sally Chandler, 
aged 31. She was for many years a believer in the 
doctrine of Universal Salvation, which, through a long 
and continually wasting sickoess, afforded those con- 
solatious which are neither few nor small. 

In Roxbury, Mr, Jonathau Williams, aged 49. 
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UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 





SELECTED. 
THE VOICE OF PEACE, 


Sweet as the Shepherd’s tuneful reed, 
rom Zian’s mount | heard the sound ; 
Gay sprung the flow’rets of the mead, 
And gladden’d nature smil’d around: 
The voice of peace salutes mine ear, 
Christ’s lovely voice perfumes the air, 


Peace, troubled soul, whose plaintive moan 
Hath taught these rocks the note of woe; 
Cease thy complaint, suppress thy groan, 
And let thy tears fcrget to flow. 
Behold the precious balm is found, 
Which lulls thy pain, which heals thy wound- 


Come, freely come, by sin opprest, 

Unburthen here the weighty load ; 

Jlere find thy refuge and thy rest, 

Safe on the bosom of thy God, 
Thy God ’s thy Saviour; glorious word, 
That sheaths th’ avenger’s glitt’ring sword. 


As spring the winter, day the night, 

Peace, sorrow’s gloom hath chas’d away ; 

And smiling joy, a seraph bright, 

Shall tend thy steps and near thee stay. 
Whilst glory weaves th’ immortal crown, 
And waits to claim thee for her own. 











FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 
OPPOSITION TO UNIVERSALISM. 


The opposition manifested by the opposers of Uni- 
yersalism, proceeds, | have observed, much less from 
a conviction that it is false, than from a disposition to 
support their own creed, to the entire rejection of that, 


Now, if we reflect vpon these things, we need not ishment (burning alive) which the other 
think it strange that Universalism should be so vio- | suffered, if the charge had been substantiate 
leutly opposed. It lets in upon the dark designs of are three kinds of offences here, 
same persons, more light than is consistent with them. | other in their degrees of guilt. 1st, Anger agains 
So did the preaching of Jesus Cl} rist and the authors of | man, accompanied with some injurious act, 24, Con. 
the reformation, for which cause they were persecuted. fempl, expressed by the approbrious epithet raka ' 
Upon the first introduction of the doctrine of Universal shallow-brains. Sd. Flatred and mortal enmity 
Grace ivto this country, it was, as many are aware, pressed by (he term moreh or apostate, where pir a- 
singularly unfortunate. Yetthe plant though dormant postacy could not be proved. Now proportioned to 
for a while hath sprung up with astouishing rapidity, | these (hree offences were three diffe 
| and hath spread in every direction, trom the place | punishment, each exceeding the other in its severity 
| where it was first sown. It has now attained to a large as the offences exceeded each other in their diferent 
‘tree, which is so strongly rooted that al! the impotent | degress of guilt. Ist. The judgment, the council of 
‘attacks of its enemies cannot force it in the least to /wenty-lhree, which could inflict the punishment of 
| totter and to shake. jitrangiing. 2d, The Sunhedrim, or great council 

‘The way in which its opponents endeavor to dis-| which could inflict the punishment of stoning, And 
countenance it, is to report among the people that it is| 31. The being burnt alrre in the valley of the 


must have 


, d. There 
‘which exceed each 





rent degrees of 


; Fo Mia son of 
a licentious doctrine whose tendency is to subvert mo |Hinnom. This ‘appears to be the meaning of .our 


rality and all true religion. ‘Tbe untairness of this, | Lord. 
every one sees. It is believed by many, that if so, 
dangerous effects are imputable to the doctrine, it were | 
better to refrain from inquiry into it, in order to deter- 
mine concerning its truth; and so they acquiesce in | 
their old opinions and forbear looking into this. 

The last thing on this subject which at present | | 





SS 


FOR TUN UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 
STRANGE THINGS. 


Modern Orthodoxy represents God the Father and 
shall notice, is, that though there are some now by | God the Son to be of the same substance, and equal 
whom this doctrine rejected or disapproved, the | 


in power and glory. Ii this representation be correct, 





number in comparison with former times, is 
small. This springs from inability on the part of its 


very itis a very strange thing, that they should be so per- 
lectly Opposite to each other, in their feelings toward 
the human race, as this system considers ther. The 
Father, burning with wrath aud boundless indignation, 
was inclined to doom the whole rebel race to intermj- 
nable damnation, the Son nielting with love and un- 
limited compassion, was determined, even at the haz 
ard of his life, fo save them with an everlasting salva- 
tion. Surely it ts strarge that two beings who are es 
/ sentially and perfectly the same, should think and feel, 
‘and act so diametrically opposite to each other, 


antagonists to adduce any arguments sufficienUy valid 
to lessen its credibility or to afford matter of doubt to 
those believing in it. It is not to be coutroverted that 
some have reproached it with being a **new doctriue,”’ | 
** not accordiug io the scriptures,’? &c. Ke. 
censures, all know, were obviousiy founded in preju- , 
dice and error. 


but these 


for nothing, taught by it, is derived 
from auy other source than the scriptures, and no con- 
struction is given to the scripture words, but what is 





believed by others. For, were this not the case, it is 
reasonable to expect that they would, at ieast, give an 


vor te refute them if wrong, and if not, acknowledge | 
their truth, aad communicate it to others. Their | 
aversion to doing this, or their neglect so to do, we | 
must attribute to their bigotry, rather than to theirde- 
sire of truth. Perhaps, if we consider the similarity oi 
conduct ia various Circumstances and ages, we may by 
coniparing it together, be led, with greater ease, to 
discover the causes which produce it. 

It is remarkable, that at the first appearance of al- 
most all new discoveries and inventions, of which we 
bave any account, there has prevailed more or less of 
the spirit of opposition, such as we have now noticed. 
In the time of Jesus Christ, it betrayed itself most emi- 
nently. For the Jews were outrageous in their oppo- 
sition to him, to his doctrine, and to his disciples. — 
Their treatment of him was, to the utmost degree, in- 
human. Yet, of nocrime, or of false doctrine could 
they at all accuse him: but all which they could in- 
vent to his discredit, was, that he delivered a doctrine 
contrary totheir own. ‘The truth of it, they were un- 
willing, in any degree, to acknowledge ; but were de- 
termined if able, to eradicate it entirely from their 


borders. What an eminent example of pertenacious 
opposition do we here see displayed! Nor is this the 
only one. 


In more modern times, even in the few latter centu- 
ries, thousands, on account of the incompatibility of 
their religious opinions with the received ones, have 
been burnt at the stake! The reformers from popery; 
what, in the scale of suffering, did they not undergo ?— 
These, it is thought proper to touch upon, that the re- 
semblance of the conduct manifested by the opposers 
of truth both in those times and the present, may be at 
once perceived. Similar conduct upon the first ap- 
pearance of any doctrine contrary to established tenets, 
has, so far as my observation goes, always been dis- 


‘cedure, shat those awho are against it are led astray. — 
ear to the arguments adduced by Universalists, endea- | | heir creeds being formed out of the doctrines of men, 


This system represents God the Father, as the real 
ot the scheme of Christianity. Now if he 
were, before the mediatorial services of the Son, inf- 
the Bible they never think of recurring to; and so | nitely indignant and wrathful towards man, it.is, at 
ihey are brought to imagine they are in the right, | least to many, unaccountahly strange, that in the beat 


This, every day, avd violetice of his fury, he should have contrived and 


evidently their real meanivg. It is by a contrary pro- 


origipato! 


without being cerlwin they are so. 
any one may perceive to be the case; and therefore it; put in successful operation a system of grace, $0 re- 
is not to be wondered at, that they should be so opyos- | plete with love, gentieness and tender compassion.— 
ed to every other doctrine, but theirown. ‘The igue- } Strange indeed that an infinitely intelligent Being, in- 
miny cast upon those who are denominated apostates,|censed to the highest possible degree, should have 
operates so very powerfully upon men’s minds, that it | adopted this, as the most suitable method to indulge 
will not be with great readiness, that such opinious, | his vindictive feelings. :s 
as are well established, will be renounced. Notso, This system contends that saints as well as sinners, 
much therefore, is it truth, asa reverence for estab- ‘form a character in time, which will remain unaltered 
lished tenets, that makes men adhere so strougly to| 2nd unalterable through eternity. It also repragems 
one sect or party, and disdain all others as heretics, , the saints on earth as touched with the tenderest pity 
who believe differently from themselves, and their, 2nd grief for the sufferings of sinuers, and .the — 
opinions as built upon falsehood. J. F. M, | saints when translated to heaven, as rejoicing 1 their 
sufferings, and shouting the highest hallelujabs at the 
sight of their intolerable torments. Now if no change 
takes place at death, nor after death, itis wonderfully 
strange that the saints should feel and act $0 dili@r- 
ently in heaven, to what they do on earth. But not 
to weary the reader with an enumeration of all the 
strange things which find shelter in the different 
branches of this strange system, I will: mention only 
one more, which is rather of a relative nature. In a 
age enlightened and refined like the present, it is ttn 
° - 2 Se8 d honest 
ly strange that all reflecting, inquisitive and ne 
minds do not discover and openly disclaim its premio 
absurdities and its glaring coutradictions. S. Se 
_—, 
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DR, A. CLARK’S COMMENTARY ON 
MAT. V. 22. 
** Shall be in danger of hell fire.” 


Our Lord alludes to the valley of the son of Hin- 
nom, Gut uinxom. ‘This place was near Jerusalem, 
and had been formerly used for those abominable sa- 
crifices in which the idolatrous Jews had caused their 
children to pass thrvugh the fire to Moloch. A parti- 
cular place in this valley was called Torpuet, from 
Tophet the fire sore, in which some suppose they burnt 
their children Alive to the above idol. See 2 Kings 
xxiii. 10. 2 Chron. xxviii. 3. Jer. vii. 31,32. From 
the circumstance of this valley having been the scene 








, * Nee 
Cash received on account of the Universalist Magas: 


of these infernal sacrifices, the Jews, in our Saviour’s $5 00 
time, used the word for hell, the place of the damned. Mr. pee eh etrick ‘kup, Gor 2 50 
. vi itne aterto ° 
z is ph cree that our Lord means no more here Basoum Lenard: Dorchester, Mass: : 2 

ab is: fa man charge another with apostacy from Dr. Wm. Sweat, Norwich,.Vt. 
the Jewish religion, or rebellion against God, and can- HENRY BOWER 





piayed. 








February 19, 1825. 





not prove the charge, then he is exposed to that pun | 
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